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CRITICAL LETTERS. 



LETTER III. 



li> the Editor of the Moorfields Review. 

Sir, 
I anticipate your ireful interrogatory. Moorfields ! a waste suggestive of 
Jacks o'Lantern that lead striplings into bogs ? Yes, Sir, can I be less polite 
than Cardinal Wiseman? He has very considerately placed his throne at 
Moorfields. That is his Westminster. How could I connect the discreditable 
mythos that I am about to expose, with a name associated hitherto with the 
august memories, of that venerable Abbey, and with the Senate of the British 
Empire. I see you bow and acquiesce gratefully ; so I put a period to this 
prolepsis. 

I remember, Sir, for I took public notice of the fact, that when the old 
MontMy was on its last legs, one of its staff put into it a spice of the devil, 
by way of communicating some supernatural vigour to' its anility. We'll 
try some anti-theologism, said the Editorials. That this is not a forgotten ex- 
pedient for the restoration of commercial vivacity, may be readily inferred from 
the condition of your favourite articles. There are also some other unmistake- 
able signs of decaying circulation. What else means that long string of little 
bits of all colours of newspaper commendation, among your October advertis- 
ments, attached to what was erewhile datum et venerabile nomen. I cannot 
congratulate you on the wit that this expedient betrays. All the world knows 
what would become of the fame of the Edinburgh and the Quarterly, if they 
were to appear so decorated. The Moorfields Review is going fast, and not 
" to glory." Its head ought by this time to exhibit its own snow-crown ; the 
proverbial " crown of glory." But it has plainly neglected the proverbial con- 
dition. There are the signs of a soul-setting, but no evening splendours. The 
sky is starless, and the air anything but refreshing. 'Tis strange, Sir, when 
some periodicals decay, that they cannot waft us a little'parting odour ; some 
"airs of heaven," or breath of perfume, like defunct Asperulae, but that they 
must go out with a stink like the carcase of a toad. 

When there is a lack of the humorous at Christmas time, some periodicals 
come wishing us " a merry Christmas," and contribute towards its realization a 
supplement full of horrible murders, shipwrecks, lunacy, suicide, and broken 
hearts. So, when there is a lack of brains, we are asked to buy scepticism 
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pro bono publico ; the very writer telling us, as he has done in the Moorfields 
for October, what a hell upon earth he and the other lights of the Moor are. 
enjoying, by way of inducement. 

All forms of inspiration sate one, have been continually exposed to the 
attacks of scepticism. This one, self-inspiration, usually escapes all kinds 
of attack. The reason is obvious. Every man that impugns its authority, 
must demolish his own. Hence the seemingly marvellous credulity, and 
almost universal superstition as to the value of what is called opinion. 
Hence the ludicrous persistence by the holders of contrary forms of peculiar 
opinion in the ordinary argumentative see-saw: a serious conflict to them; 
a laughable folly to the lovers of " opinions" relating to wholly different 
subjects. A "Westmonasterian," may imagine that a self-styled " free-thinker' 9 
or " sceptic*' cannot be classed among the regular manufacturers of that form 
of self-inspiration which we have already exposed to philosophic derision 
as the " Modern Oracular." But we have already shown that the modern 
disciples of Pyrrho, are of all men the most credulous, and we shall presently 
repeat the demonstration. They, who above all other thinkers, ought to furnish 
us with perfect examples of the most severe school of logic, continually supply 
the exact reasoner with the most outrageous forms of irrational inference ; as 
though by an ordinance of the Supreme Reason, their own argumentation 

* 

should itself demonstrate the self-betraying quality of the godless intellect. 

* 

Formerly some distinction could be won by subjecting sceptic argument 
to the test of sterling logical analysis. But since the death of its contributor, 
Auguste Comte, and its more stalwart champion, Williams, the old tame stuff 
in modern apparel that their successors have published (Mackay's ponderous- 
heap of twaddle for example), requires so little mental exertion to render its 
flimsy obliquity more conspicuous, that a real crusader could add nothing to his 
own glory or that of Truth, by rescuing the Holy Land of Thought from such 
** Sarazins." 

The two doctrines publicly taught in your April, July, and October (1860) 
numbers, are certainly founded upon these two initial theses : 1st. The 
operative energy of Nature is senseless. 2nd. The evidence of Christianity is 
documentary. Now both these theses are spurious. They become extinct, as 
logical elements, so soon as the general law of all exact logic,* reaches the mind 
of any man of clear common sense. The only justification of these theses 
which has hitherto appeared is, that somebody has said so, and that the writers 
believe the saying. It is out of the power of any man living, to originate the 
initial certainty of an exact argument for their proof, and educe therefrom 
half-a-dozen exact inferences. Hume himself achieved his great stultification 
in attempting a similar impossibility. He wrote his principal anti-theologic 
essay, to show the uncertain, or logically spurious, character of human testimony, 



• " Man cannot reason by meant of uncertainties." Doctrine of logical limits. Law 3fd^ 
Exact Philosophy, p. 206, and last page of this Letter. 






*.. 






iC 

4i 



TITAHIC AB8UBDITY. 3 

and actually adopted some human testimony, (the testimony of Tillotson) as 

the initial element of an argument, that the Gothamites of that day recognized 

as " logical." 

Throughout your anti-theologic articles, all evidence in favour of the 

possible occurrence of miracle is of course rejected. But, as usual, you propose 
for our acceptance your own belief in a monster kind of miracles, too extra- 
vagant even for a Hindoo Mythologist. 

Tou have actually printed (April 1st)* the following illustration of your 
Moorfields' mythology. 

" How children, and all of us, are led blindfolded, as it were, into issues 
impossible to foresee, but which are not therefore, the less benevolent and 
gracious. At least we may well think the old Aryans, with their simple con- 
fidence in a few friendly gods, and with their narrow hopes bounded by the 
" wants of the present, to have been if not wiser, happier than those of their 
" descendants, who have lost themselves in vain speculations concerning the 
" Infinite. When once the ambition to know the Unknowable is awakened, 
" Titan - will strive upward. As yet he has not penetrated the cloud which 
seems to cap the summit of the treacherous mountain. Better that he should 
not pierce it, and find above no Thunder-bearer, no Beneficent Source of 
fruitfulness, no Providing Father. Titan would only survey from thence a 
" desolate and spiritless Universe. Never may it be given to him to scale the 
4< footsteps of the Throne itself, and find it vacant." 

This is plainly a portentous inference from spurious thesis, No. 1. A ' 
logician would anticipate that it must have been preceded by a chain of 
eductions so perfectly wrought as to be impervious to the finest point of the 
critical lance. Of course there is nothing like a logical introduction; nothing 
but a mouthful of ignis fatuus of the genus Tantalusian. We cannot subject 
such a sublimity as this to a critical analysis, and are therefore limited to an 
exposure of its fatuity. The district of Moorfields- Westminster did fear, 
Sir, that your dragon-Titan Was going to swallow up the little bit of mira- 
culous belief that his brother Titans had left to it. The world breathes again. 
The sublime belief of the former, which he so modestly substitutes, and which 
you endorse, will cover not only every spot of this globe, but all the globes in 
the Universe with hyper-supernatural agency, to which that of miracle is 
rational common place. 

Of course you have not perceived this. Humble minds are naturally the 
last to appreciate the whole development of their genius. Allow me to expose 
to you the logical criteria, by means of which I intend to penetrate your cloud 
and •' cap," the summit of your Titanic absurdity. 

Titan Will's o'the wisp may imagine that man is nothing but a foreigner in 
this planet, and that human flesh and blood and bones, cannot be really a part 
of the carbon, oxygen, hydrogen, nitrogen, calcium of Nature. Masculine logic, 
infers otherwise. To it, Man is a part of Nature, and mind a natural entity* 
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The exact observer perceives an agency constantly at wotIl, that is perfectly 
united with all nature, and with an unknown natural agency. He necessarily 
uses the facts of the known natural agency for the interpretation of those of 
the General Agency. A scholastikoa, of course, is obliged to think according 
to the fashion to which his ideas were set by his old Gothic grandmothers. 
He sees a man with an umbrella. The latter he calls an artificial production. 
Presently he sees a spider making a web. That of course, he repeats, is 
a natural production. This is a species of skimble-skamble inference, which 
exact logic puts into its dust-bin. One part of nature makes- umbrellas, and 
another is restricted to the manufacture of webs-. Of the first operative energy 
we know a great deal, of the second we know very little. Therefore the lo- 
gician is restricted to the certainties expressive of the quality of the first kind of 
agency as the only means for interpreting the unknown General Agency. 
When the train takes him to the Crystal Palace, and when he studies the 
various models of organic productions, and the newest imitations of natural 
processes, he adds to an already large exact experience, something altogether 
different to the Moorfields mythos for the construction of a logic explanatory of 
the cause of natural organizations. He does more. He discovers the School 
where Jacks-o'lantern learn their lessons. He scales easily their " treacherous 
mountains of cloud," or rather mist, and finds it capped with an emblem, very 
like that which he remembers to have seen in the dame-schools of the past. 

We have as -the consummation of all certain or exact experience two 
general criteria of organic philosophy,* or if it be better liked, of organic energy, 
viz.— The construction of a single adaptation by anything less than intelligent 
agency is impossible : and— The absence of intelligence tends only to the 
destruction of adaptations. 

To perfect the induction, we must have a real doctrine of logical limits 
and this we have supplied in the " Laws of exact Logic," (Exact Philo- 
iaphy, p. 206). Man's actual knowledge is certainly limited to his exact ex- 
perience. But of the existence of any other agency than that of mind or 
thought, this experience tells us nothing. In reference to any other operative 
energy, we could only stultify ourselves, like our Moorfields Titans, by attempt* 
ing to study blank pages. Rational belief in the existence of any other kind 
of agency is (Law 12) impossible. Rightly therefore we declared the general 
routing principle to be this: — The necessary antecedent of every kind of 
adaptation, is an exact knowledge of its special cycle of operations. The 
logician, I repeat, is " unable to register the signs of constantly regular action 
and motion, as the critical signs of the absence of intelligent agency." He is 
quite unfitted io enjoy the luxury of that mountain of mist in which the Titans 
of your Moorfields must live, who are in the habit of searching the uncertain 

Infinite of fiction, for an interpretation of the finite of fact. That the only 
. — ■— ' — — ^— — — — » ^— — ^^— — ^— — ' ■ ..— »^p»— ^ »»— 1 1 

* We are naturally pleased to find from the National Review, that our logical idea of force* 
established by the second theorem of "Organic Philosophy," (Exact Philosophy, p. 108), 
Is there recognized by a very able contributor, and by Dr. Carpenter. 
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known natural energy is a thinking power, is the necessary general truth 
expressed by a rigorous induction of a whole world of facts. Thought is the 
necessary cause of all constructions, and of every thing that can be recognized 
as structure. Perhaps, Sir, some of your reviewers may be able to attempt to 
dissociate mind and its works from the natural world, and thus furnish at least 
something like an apology for their spurious theses. The exact reasoner how- 
ever must keep this exact or vera causa, as his only key to the interpretation of 
that One Energy, into which modern science teaches us to-day that all apparent 
forces converge. The grand conclusion, even you must now perceive, is a neces - 
sary one ; altogether independent of any mere volition, creed, or persuasion. 
Have not some great men accepted our notions ? you may ask. Some 
great men may have entertained them, but some great minds, surely, never ! 
No first-class intellect of the Newton, Bacon, Michael Angelo order, ever 
actually believed your anti-theism, or since Christ, your askant vision of 
Christology. This is incredible you imagine. Your imagination may arise 
from an inveterate habit of reasoning from authoratative dogma, and not from 
an exact experience. Perhaps a little authority then, the authority of an expe- 
rimentalist may induce a more rational practice. I went to your school young 
enough. When a school-boy, my parental instructor provided me with a 
Volney. Fortunately, some years afterwards I discovered that your Dii ma- 
joree on close inspection, were certainly craniums full of bran, and bodies 
stuffed with little better than stubble. Therefore for more than seven and 
twenty-years, I have undeviatingly realized the opposite kind of experiment- 
alism. Having both kinds of experience under close analysis, I know the 
exact value of each. Your Titans evidently know only one, and are therefore 
unqualified to judge of either. The report of your reviewer at the end of Neo- 
Christianity, as to the sad despondent condition of his brother Titans, is of 
course exact. Calamity is the normal consequent of that form of belief. A 
very near relative of mine hanged himself, not long since, to prove it. On the 
other hand, " Love, Joy, and Peace," are certainly the normal results of the 
Christological form, even, Sir, of that taught by the English National Church. 
You are, I see, impatient at this digression. You begin to suspect that it was 
not written for you, but to check the growth of less indurated forms of belief. 
You ask, why even remarkable men have believed theses that logic is unable to 
justify ? I reply that, as I have shown, and shall presently more glaringly 
disclose, this is a belief in mythic monstrosity, and therefore out of the realm 
of logic. It may be mere red-tape habit, like any other routine practice ; or 
some dominant immoral indulgence, some ill-gotten store, of which a righteous 
belief would compel the sacrifice, are the clouds which obstruct and turn back 
the truth-beam. Reflect, Sir, upon the mere routine-cram which many a 
school-boy has undergone ! Add to this the University cram. Superadd to 
these, the life-long cram to which many a learned man has been doomed, and 
you' will acknowledge that so many books of other people's brains have been 
put into some heads, that their own feeble reason-power must have been over- 
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laid, perhaps half a century ago. These men must often hare seen and noted 
the mischiefs that befel interests that have unhappily been left to the charge 
eyeil of an inert intelligence. They must have known that when its vigilance 
is desultory, men of exact habits remove their machinery from its guardianship. 
Take away mind, and leave man's concerns to mindless chance, but for a very 
brief period, and oftentimes destruction ensues, and ruin irremediable. Exclude 
the light of reason from the living brain, and anarchy incarnate stalks abroad, 
appalling every consciousness. To the thoughtful reason, it is the spectre of a 
world from which mind has been exiled, that man may have a palpable mani- 
festation of the condition of Irreason of Atheos. 

It is questionable whether any thing so irrational as your vacuum-throne 
suggestion ever entered the brain even of our Gothic grandmothers. They 
taught that Buri, grandfather of Odin, was licked out of a rock of salt by the 
sacred cow. They did not abjure intelligence utterly. There was at least a 
cow. The calf-worshipper, ludicrously self -stultifying as he is to us, did not 
altogether lose sight of reality. His calf was a golden entity. But yourTitan- 
mythologist has abandoned not only sense, but even the very appearance of 
sense. He has discovered and believes in a vacuum ! a Nonentity ! A really 
empty cash-box he would regard as a necessary self-filler, and the grandest of 
blessings. Surely we may despair utterly of ever seeing a calculus that would 
measure the stupendousness of this absurdity. By the side of it the cow- 
lickian theory becomes respectable. There is something that thought can 
realize. Its "horse godmother" did not discard sense altogether. Its cow 
was doubtless the famous moon-hopper, of English legend, whose ears the 
44 Daughter of the Sun," or first woman inherited.* But there is not even a 
cow on the Titan's throne. According to him oranges, grapes, peaches, sugar- 
canes, tea, coffee, corn, scent-plants, and spices, are productions of nonsense. 
Oranges, his theory says, are made by something without thought. The power 
that makes them, he suggests, has no brains. And Science itself, or, more 
strictly, its counterfeit-presentment, has sometimes adopted the fabulous 
oantus — 

" per se dabat omnia tellus," 
given it some scientific prose drapery, and sent it to the great Schools. So we 
have seen it exhibited by half-asleep professors as " vegetable instinct," " cata- 
lyptic force," "vital principle," "plastic energy," " excitomotory action," &c. 
Now let us open our eyes a little wider, and see a little more of this power 
through the medium of the dreamy vacuum-theorist. It exercises every 
faculty of reasoning, and yet has no reasoning power. It moulds with exqui- 
site symmetry. It calculates according to mathematical formulae the correlates 
of convex lenses, and chorda vocales. It selects unerringly ; it shapes uniformly ; 
it adjusts and re-adjusts perfectly ; constructs and re-constructs marvellously ; 
combines and consummates, until the result is a miracle of art. Nevertheless, 

* See the Egyptian Monuments, Bonomi, and Yale (Hist. Egypt, p. .22.) 
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this nameless-obsoure of grown up dunces, is blind, and deaf, and dumb, and 
worse than stupid ; for it has not even animal sense. It is a non-sense power. 
It is, according to another, " individuation," an unnatural " Natural Selection ;" 
a kind of unintelligent intelligence. Some years since, it was according to a 
German wiseaore, an " Unconscious Reason." To-day the last of the visionaries 
believes, that the Wondrous artificer of the female form divine, of the fair bosom 
of the mother, and of the eyes and lips of her first-born, is a vacuum ! Be not 
startled, gentle reader. This is not fabulous. This is a real theory. It is not 
the Gothic cowlickian, but something superior in the world of mob-mythos. 
It is the Moorfields Vacant. The author of this vacuum, of course does not 
believe in the ordinary Scripture Miracle. That would be the work of too 
natural and rational an. agency for him. For the satisfaction of his unnatural 
imagination, he must have a hyper-supernatural impossible indescribable kind 
of miracle. Once upon a time we read in his Lunar Mythos, " non-entities . 
made race-hqrses, birds of paradise, salmon, and melons." Once upon another - 
time, a magnificent pair of exquisitely lovely adaptations, thoughtful, truthful, 
loving, powerful, skilful, were created by a " vacuum." They thought and 
saw, spoke, heard, loved, and embraced, but their constructor was a non-entity. 
It had not even life. It was inane. " Believe not in vulgar miracle," con- 
tinues out newest Laputian, " be rational, and believe in hyper-super-mythic 
monstrosity. All life is the product of the Extinct : all sense of Non-sense : 
all substance of Vacuity. Forbear even to search for the mind of the Titan, 
lest you should find even its throne vacant." 

To find the best possible argument for the miracle- works of Scripture, we 
must now begin to perceive that we need only drag one such writer as this into 
God's sunlight. His own belief would supply the best proof of the truthful- . 
ness of their record* 

That man is the work of Supreme Intelligence, we have abundantly shown 
to be a necessary inference, and that a multitude of reductiones ad absurda, 
necessarily result from a contradictory assumption. 

That man has a religious capacity ; emotions of love, and reverence of so 
lofty an order, that nothing but the worship of a divine ideal, can approximate 
to their satisfaction : is the sum of the general experience of all times and 
peoples. 

That these emotions, rightly exercised, conduce incomparably to the ele- 
vation, civilization, and happiness of the individual* and therefore of nations, is 
certainly a social axiom of the present era. 

Now there are only two conceivable modes by which man can obtain this 
necessary knowledge of God : — the natural and the " supernatural." 

The facts and logic of science constitute the natural means, and these we 
have shown to be abundantly sufficient for the conviction of a rationalist, or 
exact logician. 

* In Exact Philosophy, p. 1 15, Theorem 12, this conclusion is nceetsarily limited by our 
new calculus to One. 
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But, according to the Hebrew Scripture, then existed many centuries be- 
fore the age of Printing, and consequently of civilisation, a barbaric condition 
of mind in which conviction coold not have been induced, even if it had been 
8upernaturally illumined by all the scientific discovery and logical precision of 
the intellectual future. To convince reasoning powers of this low order, 
we are told that nothing but supernatural evidence would suffice, and that 
consequently it was employed by the benevolent Creator. In future ages* 
doubtless it would have been asserted, that such mental phenomena must 
have been impossible ; that such individuals could only have been a genus of 
monomaniacs, to convince whom it were idle to imagine thai Supreme Intelli- 
gence would work a miracle. 

To annihilate any future sceptical objection of this kind, we have exposed 
in the light of absolute logic your MoorfieldV Titan, that his own belief may 
. serve for the destruction of his own miracle-theory. Your writers soy that 
even during the barbaric period miracles were impossible, and denumitrcUe by 
their own intellectual habits, that even if the barbarians had been Moorfields' 
Titans, nothing but miracle (if that, ?) would have induced them to believe in 
the existence of God. To justify their belief to men of their own intellectual 
grade (the 30th or the 40th downward ?), we have the incessant abuse of terms, 
all legitimate or logical only when they relate to mind ; as though the brains of 
the writers had merely been subjected to a life-long cram, and were altogether 
strangers to the most elementary principles of a real logic. They have so 
studied each others books, and lived in each others brains, that all power of 
original thought, and any thing like a sterling logical habit has, years since, 
perished. If this were not their real thinking life, it would cf rtainly have 
been impossible for masculine understandings to admit such mythos. When 
they walk out of their book-grubbery among the sunlit life, energy, multi- 
form adaptation, sublimely regular coincidence of forms, organs, motions, 
elements, magnitudes, distances, weights, materials, colours, sounds, and 
odours, they ignore not only the notorious natural agency of mind, but even 
its very existence. Instead of exact rational description, there is the ancient 
barbarian mob-mythos about the " action," " operation," <c laws," " agencies," 
" complex play of affinities," &c, of senseless entities, belonging to, of course 
some magical legendism ; since they are described continually as altogether 
independent either of the presence or government of intelligence. In the very 
last number of your Review (October, 1860) the writer of" Neo-Christianity" is 
capable of composing, and the Editor of publishing, gibberish of this species. — 
" The invariable operation of a series of eternally impressed sequences ;" a 
species of " operation," the mere enunciation of which would be impossible to 
any one, who was not in the habit of huddling ideas together in a state, not of 
reason, but of somnambulism. Here we have a decrier of all revelation pre- 
senting us with some of his own. Who inspired him with this story ? How 
did he discover that sequences " operate," ? When did they tell him that they 
were " eternally impressed." To dislocate ideas and phrases descriptive only, 
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that is logically, of some form of intellectual energy, and to apply them o 
describe some such hocus-pocus as the operation of a mythical sort of sequence, 
is outrageous boobyism. A writer of this class must be ignorant, or stupidly 
oblivious of the logical significance of the terms — idea-exact, and idea- 
spurious. In absolute logic, the use of a term whose significance is merely 
uncertain, is impossible. There the uncertain is non-existent. To describe 
then the operation of a Westminsterian, who can deliberately apply an exact 
term, like operation, as descriptive of some legendary monstrosity, that neither 
he nor any other person can idealize, we will not register it as irrational. 
It shall hang framed and glazed in our logical museum, as,— An effect of an 
" eternally impressed Sequence." This glossapheme would serve excellently 
well as a description of all those believers, who cling with such mono- 
maniacal tenacity to their peculiar forms of mythic belief. People talk still of 
the " force of argument,'' as if all conviction could be otherwise than self- 
induced. Unless you get the will of the render on your side, whose brains 
have been long buried in the marsh-mist of the u laws," " force-bundle," 
" formative impulses," and elaborating " sum resultants" (April, p. 546) of the 
Moorfields' Mythology, you will be unable to prove anything, but if you can 
lay a trap for the will of your bigot-cramster, you can prove everything. You 
may in your simplicity, imagine, Sir, that there are no remarkable men now— 

" addicted still 
To the one great argument, their will ; 
That whatsoe'er it chance to prove, 
No real argument can move." 
But when you come to read, a dozen years" hence, your illustrations of 
Modrfields' absurdity, with eyes accustomed to the light of experience, rather 
than of hypothesis, you may obtain a rational conviction utterly contradicting 
your imagination. A logician shall print pages of rigorous analysis and sharp 
£&*£- cutting logic, destructive of inexact argument, relating even to funda- 
mental geometric principles. Years afterwards, self-love will still preserve 
the inexact still-born. Stuart Mill's pet spurious logic, is to day in stereotype. 
Even his friend of the Daily News, who bestowed on me the irreverend agno- 
men of " Friar Tuck," regretted that Mill had meddled with those lines and 
circles. But the pet defunct is still believed to be living logic. 'Tis passing 
strange, Sir, but you may find bizarre reasoners even among elaborators of the 
more exact order ; even among believers in sterling truth. For your diversion, 
I will give you a choice example from my own museum. It will at least be a 
caution-light After reading it you will naturally say, "If mathematicians 
can go astray like that thinker, to what dangerous infinite may not my Wills 
skip, who are armed only with a wisp." 

The writer of the, " Treatise on Algebra, theoretical and practical," in 
Chambers' course, after directing a student to put a divisor and dividend " in 
the form of a fraction," sets himself to prove that the value of the fraction will 
be unaltered when it is multiplied or divided by J or J that is by a unit ; or 
that 2 x'l, or 1 X 2 equal 2 ! 
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To prove that twice one are really two, he proceeds thus -.—For if N equal 
the dividend, and D equal the divisor ; and if m, *, d f he such quantities, that 
N equals m, n, and D equals m, d % then J *= J. For if J = q, then if n he mul- 
tiplied by 2 the quotient will evidently be 2 q, &c, so on through nearly half-a- 
dozen lines of the same kind of proof, until he satisfies himself and the very 
young algebraist that twice one actually equal two! 

That, Sir, you will also find stereotyped. There is nothing like it in the 
W&Umm$Ur 9 you say. No ! for it is not perfectly irrational. Though the 
process is unnecessary and roundabout, the writer is unconsciously proving the 
truth of a truism. 

The writer of Article 8, in your April number, defends, he tells us, a 
••venture," •• overflowing the narrow bounds of purely scientific circles." 
Exact science is of course much too narrow a circle for those Titans, who dwell 
in a *• mountain" of mist, whose top reaches to the " spiritless universe." 
Mr. Darwin's book, which he defends against all assailants, is he says, " a sort 
of intellectual pemmican — a mass of facts crushed (!) and pounded into shape, 
rather than held together by the ordinary medium of a logical bond : due 
attention will without doubt discover this bond, but it is often hard to find." 
In plain matter of fact terms, the " Origin of Species" is the production of a 
cramster, and not of a logical thinker. I congratulate Mr. Darwin. Titan, No. 2, 
is unquestionably one of the best authorities as to a quality of this genus. 
From his luminous criticism we gather that " intellectual pemmican" is the 
food of the Moor-lights, and is properly compounded of •• crushed facts." 

" The myths of Paganism" he acknowledges, (p. 646) " are as dead as 
Osiris or Zeus, and the man who would revive them would be laughed to 
scorn." Then, on the next page, about some of his •• philosophers," we read, 
44 The majesty of Fact is on their side, and (in the same breath !) the elemental 
forms of matter are working for them!" Those forma, of course, aTe not 
mythic. Osiris and Zeus were represented by the men of the past as haV*d o 
intellect and legs. But your "elemental forms," are set to work without 
brains, and have not a leg to stand on. 4ft When Astronomy was young," he 
continues, " the stars were guided in their course by Thought," but '* Now 
the harmony of the stars has resolved itself into gravitation, according to the 
inverse squares of the distances :" ergo, he infers, there is no thought ! To 
this we reply, "Why not talk like a man, and not like an ignusfatuus? 
Where is a logician to seek the reality, by which you substantiate and justify 
your mythic inspiration about " bundles of forces," and " general laws that 
govern matter" (p. 645). If there is really brains among the Titans of Moor- 
fields, for the excogitation of a logical argument that will justify these tera- 
phrases, let us see it in your next number. Give us something real that mind 
can grapple with, and subject to an exact analysis. Surely you must have 
some district of man's experience to show us, that will help us to realize a 
species of fiction, that the master mind of Newton, as we have already shown, 
repudiated. What, save Titanic absurdity, can such a phrase as *« a law that 
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governs, suggest? If you must empty your thimbleful of contempt on the 
" half-paralysed hands" of " dogmatism," do at from a basis of sterling logic, 
and not under the shadow of a mountain of imposture. Instead of the literary 
bosh which constitutes the staple of your " Review," let us have the *' combi- 
nation of certainties," from which you wring inferences that would extinguish 
Thought Supreme. 

In these modern notions attached to the terms "law," " action/ 9 "force," 
" agent," "operation," &c, found in abundance in those compounds of fact and 
fiction, miscalled" scientific" treatises, it is not difficult to discover, as we have 
before shown, the most vulgar notions of the barbaric period in scientific 
drapery. After adopting these, the routineer finds it easy by means of these 
terms to put the Supreme Intelligence in all kinds of. strait-waistcoats* No 
miracle could have been wrought in the past, for none could be wrought in the 
present A bizarre experience in days when every leaf is. a miracle of art to a 
logical intellect, and every infant one of the sublimest order. When some new 
scientific humbug is fashionable, such as " Principle of Individuation," or 
" Natural Selection," (Phrenology and Mesmerism beginning to die out like 
pigtails and powder, and coal-skuttle bonnets,) then 2000 years dwindles to less 
than a unit of measure. But ?fhen miracles are on the tapis of the masculine 
boudoirs, then a less period than 2000 years expands to a million of ages. 
Criteria, that the doctrine of limits consigns to perdition, are always used for 
this kirid of argument, ad libitum. Writers belonging > to this species, npt of 
the red-tape, but of the green gas-lamp genus, treat the mere description of the 
scientific hewers of wood and drawers of water as gospel, and such it is as 
respects its use in the manufacture of their persuasions. Even in " Carpenter's 
Manual," for example, we read (1 Chr. 29) that " platinum in a finely divided 
state, will cause the union of oxygen and hydrogen at ordinary temperatures ; 
and finely powdered glass will do the same at the temperature of 572°. This 
kind of action is called catalysis' 9 *' If a small portion of animal membrane, 
in a certain stage of decomposition, be placed in a solution of sugar, it will 
occasion a new arrangement of its elements, which will generate two new 
products, alcohol and carbonic acid." This is a compound of fact and gratui- 
tous fiction. It is a fact that these results take place when the materials are 
thus collocated. But it is uncertain that either the powdered glass or the 
platinum causes the result of the first statement, or that the arrangement 
generates (!) the alcohol, as asserted by the original author of the second state- 
ment The results are matters of fact, the inferences are excellent examples of 
the kind of logic (save the mark !) which red-tape manufactures for green gas- 
lamp. No logician can anfer that the oxygen causes, or that the hydrogen 
causes, or that the platinum or powdered glass causes, or that the particular 
temperature causes the first result. Every such inference would be spurious, 
and become extinct so soon as it appeared in the light of exact logic. Thinkers 
of this Cimmerian, or as it is now written, Crimean class, banish the natural 
agent, mind, altogether from Nature (it is scarce enough in their own pro- 
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dactiont) as though it were non-existent According to some harum-scarum 
criterion, which they very carefully keep out of sight, any thing but mind can 
cause, and even their arrangements, as we have seen, generate. 

This theory will account satisfactorily, to its followers, for the celebrated 
Gotham experiment. The messenger of King John found the Gotharaites rolling 
cheeses down hill, that they might find their own way to Nottingham Market. 
The cheese, they might have inferred, being composed of inspired particles, 
(oxygen, nitrogen, carbon, &c.) the united energy of which must have a super- 
miraculous catalysis, ought certainly to be able to roll itself seven miles to 
market* 

These writers and their sceptical scribes, mere copyists, would have 
mechanically working brains, or " eternally impressed sequences," and nootfle- 
dom believe a story to be matter of fact, to which that of Liliput is most vulgar, 
oommon possibility, viz. : when a particle of powdered glass only touches two 
particles of earthy origin, called oxygen and hydrogen, the latter, or all three, 
become inspired ! Furthermore, finding that the sceptic-gullible scientifically 
mesmerized, will swallow a monster-form of absurdity, they go on to assert that 
a something not in a condition of life, but in the opposite one of death or 
decomposition, can generate alcohol, if dipped in eau euoree / The only expla- 
nation of this scientific magic that occurs to us at this time is this.— Some 
scribes having naturally enough found considerable difficulty in attempting to 
explain perfectly regular natural operations, as resulting from the natural 
agency of thought, determined to get rid of this difficulty, by making it infinite. 
They threw mind overboard. 80 even in attempting to explain the structure 
'of the organ of sight, th*y would ignore exact thought, both expressedly and 
practically. A more felicitous remark was never printed in a similar work than 
one we remember to have seen in Lord Brougham's immortal " Discourse on 
Natural Theology ," There are men, he tells us, (we forget the form of the 
original expression), who do not recognize thought as the inventor and maker 
of any adaptation of the human body, but who will devote considerable time 
and skill, to discover the «*# of a single vessel ; as though to recognize the use 
of a contrivance, did not imply the existence of a contriver. 

"Wisdom," says the famous Hebrew sage, "is before him that hath 
understanding, but the eyes of a fool are in the ends of the earth." Our 
modern Gothamites would of course travel all the way to Jericho, or Nineveh, 
or to the tomb of Pihrae, at Beni Hassan, in Middle Egypt, and study ancient 
Inscriptions, &cc, half a lifetime, in order to discover whether what they had 
heard of London was believable. Tou are sceptical as to the existence of Buch 
learned curiosities in the days of Victoria, gentle editorial reader. This is too 
extravagant for belief, you say. Be patient, and economize your wonderment. 
You will need it all presently. There are writers, as you may learn from your 
own articles, who go to Rome, Athens, Egypt, Babylonia, anywhere except to 
the New Testament, to discover the exact evidence of the truth of Christology. 

Christology itself declares its evidence to be (like that of all exact science,) 

1 
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experimental* A man of ordinary' common sense, perceives at once that the 
contents of the volume are of a thoroughly practical character. The truth of 
this doctrine, says the man of rough and sterling thought, can only be reached 
through a hard self-denying practice. If this be the doctrine of the Supreme 
Thought, the exact logician infers, an extraordinary experience must be achieved 
before any man can possess other than spurious ideas for the interpretation of 
its peculiar terms. Ordinary ideas, exact only as respects ordinary experience, 
would be altogether inexact or spurious as interpretative of terms, expressive of 
new and extraordinary forms of thought and sensation. The achievement of 
this experience, too, is plainly declared by the Author of the doctrine, to be so 
difficult, that there is nothing analogous to it, save the discovery of a new 
truth, and the indomitable tenacity and exact thought which is thereby re- 
warded. For this labour, the desultory work-shirking habit which the majority 
have cultivated unfits them, and therefore ** few there be that find it," the only 
real evidence of Christology. To substitute for this evidence, mere document- 
ary scribi8m, uncertain reports of ancient occurrences that strict science repu- 
diates, is to commit an act of self-stultification, only worthy- of writers whom 
we have over and over again exposed as ignorant even of the initial principle 
of absolute logic, and who are also plainly oblivious, if rightly informed, 
respecting the elementary laws of experimental science. Even if this search 
of the historiosopher's stone of documentary coincidence with, Christologic 
history, were successful, it would be useless. There would still be the real 
evidence to achieve, without which, according to our experience, all actual belief 
is impossible. Nan quia ratio antefidem tea poet fidem % said Roger Bacon ; but 
this faith, according to our experience, is little better than the sort of confidence 
which a man has in a statement of experimental science, that he attempts to 
verify by means of his own experience. What is there then to prove that the 
original constructors of this documentary evidence actually believed in Christ ? 
If they had really obtained the subjective evidence, they must have presented 
a true objective evidence to others (Matt v. 14 and xvii. 20, fcc.) according to 
the received text If so, where is the record ? and why did they compose this 
documentary substitute ? What is there to show, when anti-christine articles, 
like yours, appear, that sceptic andahatm are not writing against mere sceptic 
hittriones * a munue, sir editor, as a Roman would say, worthy of the laughter 
of the infernal gods. 

The Article on " Rawlinson's Bampton Lectures," is composed chiefly of a 
string of questions relating to supposed documentary incoincidence. 

The argument, of course, is, as usual, utterly awry. The dominant obliquity 
being that of your second spurious thesis. Even if the ineoincidences could be 
demonstrated, the evidence of Ghristiology would not be even . touched. The 
writer of " Evangelic defenders," fee, in your last number (which I have just 
seen) acknowledges that " the truths of Christianity are its facts," a statement 
which can only refer to the real or experimental evidence. I showed that this 
was the real evidence, sixteen years ago, (Britannic Censor, 1844), and the 
'orncal argument is much more fully exhibited, under the head of " Exact 
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experimental. A man of ordinary' common sense, perceives at once that the 
contents of the volume are of a thoroughly practical character. The truth of 
this doctrine, says the man of rough and sterling thought, can only be reached 
through a hard self-denying practice. If this be the doctrine of the Supreme 
Thought, the exact logician infers, an extraordinary experience must be achieved 
before any man can possess other than spurious ideas for the interpretation of 
»ts peculiar terms. Ordinary ideas, exact only as respects ordinary experience. 
Would be altogether inexact or spurious as interpretative of terms, expressive of 
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this experience, too, is plainly declared by the Author of the doctrine, to be so 
difficult, that there is nothing analogous to it, save the discovery of a new 
truth, and the indomitable tenacity and exact thought which is thereby re- 
warded. For thia labour, the desnltory work-shirking habit which the majority 
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ary scribiem, uncertain reports of ancient occurrences that strict science repu- 
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Theologic Evidence,'* In Exact Pktiotophy , p. 176. If the original inventors 
of this documentary evidence, and their routineer copyists, had nothing better 
than document wherewith to demonstrate the reality of their self-asserted faith, 
they are repudiated by Christology, which says plainly enough to them, " I 
never knew ye," Ice. The recorded authority of its Author on this point is, 
I repeat, " / r§em$ not tmUmamfflrwn man" " If any man will do the work, 
he shall know whether the doctrine be of God." Wherefore then the use of 
your parade of questions, all grossly irrelevant? What exact reasoner would 
take the trouble to supply their answers ? in contravention too of our seventh 
law. If you succeed in demonstrating even one real incoincidence, your object 
will be frustrated. Tou must have seen enough of the logical methodos of 
Euclid, to know that the laws of a true logic will limit your proof to the fact of 
the incoincidence. Poiribly s there may be others ; but possibles and probables 
are not logical entities, and no masculine understanding will allow you to use 
any thing but a real logic in questions of this order. If you must play at see- 
saw, there are plenty of aesthetics! questions that you may play the fool with, 
without meddling with those which relate to God and the future. Demon- 
strate another incoincidence, and Christology will gain, by the removal of 
some of the " devil's dust" drapery with which the sceptics or the scribes of 
the past may have encumbered its sublime proportions. But it would gain or 
lose by the everlasting labour of these modern Sisyphites, with shadowy stones, 
about as much as would Chemistry, if it were demonstrated that Raymond 
Lully did not discover nitric acid ; or, as would the science of National Govern- 
ment, if the apparently interminable discussions of the Junius authorship, were 
to end in a discovery of the real name of the author. Let us glance at a part 
of the useless task which one of your scribes has set himself. He has to 
demonstrate that certain passages of the Septuagint are mis-translations of the 
original Hebrew text. He must prove rigorously, therefore, that his Hebrew 
manuscript was in existence before that of the Septuagint ; or, that it is an exact 
transcript, and was preserved during the strife between the Christian and 
Jewish Churches, either by Christians or impartial Pagans. The Jewish 
priests would of course certainly preserve passages substantiating the "argu- 
ment of their opponents. This is merely an example, Sir, of a Titanic 
mountain of argumentation. Its throne, we may anticipate, will be vacant 
many centuries hence. Often, Sir, as I told your fellow monstrosophists 
many years since, have I put your gains into the Alexandrian crucible, 
and seen the very embers grin and chuckle at the evanishing residuum of 
bubble-colours and phantom-waters. Not so much as one solid particle of 
real terra jwma was logically visible. But while your Titans stand till their 
death-hour in ague-mist, discovering flaws in the outside of the golden cup, 
discussing their origin, and setting cramsters " to cleanse the outside," many a 
poor unlettered peasant, whose native perception was unobscured by." intellectual 
pemmican," has discovered the straight road to the wine of Paradise within. 
While you talk, and doubt, and guess, and dream about " the fruits of the Spirit/' 
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" love, and joy, and peace," he works out the conditions, prayerfully, and rea- 
lizes the grand necessary actual, which all hearts seek, and which carries with 
it the proof of its divine origin. " He that belie veth, hath the witness in 
himself." Therefore, Sir, I report faithfully, as an experimentalist, the same 
evidence that I published in 1844, yet further established by many yean of 
exact experience : " Whoever hath not, by an indomitable perseverance, realised 
the results of that practition, hath never known what it is to live." 

I remain* Sir, 

Your faithful critic, 

HUGHES FRASER HALLE. 
South Lambeth, 1861. 
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♦ For a felicitous and most able exposure of the newest forms of historic and philologic 
objection, and of the Lampeter-cram, see the first article of the British Quarterly 
Review, January, 1861. 
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DOCTRINE OF LOGICAL LIMITS. 

GENERAL LAWS OF EXACT LOGIC. 



Law 1.— Man cannot recognize that to be truth, which is not founded upon 

certainty. 
Llw 2. — That which is not founded upon certainty is founded upon uncertainty 
Law 3.— Man cannot reason by means of uncertainties. (Def. 8.) 
Law 4.— In strict intellectual science, certainties and certain signs alone are 

recognized as existent. (Law 3.) 
Law 5.— Certainties only can become elements of reasoning. (Law 3.) 
Law 6.— Assertions are invariably to be expunged as spurious elements. 

(Law. 5. Def. 5.) 
Law 7.— Upon the declarator of a thesis rests the burden of its proof. (Def. 6* 

Law. 4.) 
Law 8.— No argument can be recognized that has 'an uncertainty for its base. 

(Law 1. Def. 2.) 
Law 9.— The recognitions of man cannot extend beyond the limits of certainty. 

(Laws 2 and 1.) 
Law 10.— Certainties of uncertain relevancy cannot be recognized as relevant. 

(Law 9.) 
Law 11.— Certainties of uncertain relevancy, in relation to any thesis, cannot 

be recognized as elements of its process of proof. (Law 9.) 
Law 12.— The existence either of an entity, or co-entity, cannot be recognised 

when there is no sign of its existence. (Def. 10.) 
Law 13.— Expressions of entities must be interpreted exactly in accordance 

with their signs or phenomena. (Law 12.) 
Law 14.— Phenomenal expressions of unknown entities can be interpreted 

only by means of certainties that have been supplied by a legit- 
imate experience. (Def. 15. Law 9.) 



Definition 2.— -Uncertainty — in strict science, a non-entity, or negative 
quantity. 

Definition 3.— Reasoning— the eduction of certainty from certainty. , 
(Note.— In strict science the terms, assertion, spurious thesis, or hypo- 
thesis, supposition, imagination, opinion, and the like, are equivalents 
of the literal sign, uncertainty, and therefore of each other.) 

Definition 6. — Thesis — a correct statement that needs a demonstration to 
render its truth perceptible. 

Definition 10.— Co-entity— whatever belongs to an entity. 

Definition 15.— Empyrisis, or experience— the physico-intellective real- 
ization of entities. 

Definition 19. — Idea legitimate — an idea gained by an exact experience of 
the entity which the idea represents. 

Definition 20.— Idea illegitimate — an idea not gained, as per Def. 19. 

Definition 25.— Law — a formula, by means of which an operating intelli- 
gence regulates any particular operation, or course of operations. 

Definition 33.— Superstition— the acknowledgment of uncertainty as certainty. 
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